Water-management issues cut across all sectors of governance and have a critical bearing on many post-conflict challenges. The imperative of adequate water supply and the weakness of the state in a post-conflict period provide a nexus which demands comprehensive and well thoughtout policy planning, for the short term as well as for the long term. However, very little research has been conducted on the nexus between water management and sustainable development in war-torn societies that are undergoing processes of peacebuilding. This article, after critically reviewing the contribution of water scarcity to security challenges and peacemaking, makes an attempt to contribute to the policy debate on how carefully planned interventions in the water sector can significantly contribute to the post-conflict peacebuilding process, from immediate recovery and rebuilding to long-term sustainable development goals and lasting peace.
Introduction
Decisions about the restoration, management and protection of water resources have vital consequences for short-term stability, longer-term sustainable development and successful post-conflict peacebuilding (Jensen and Lonergan 2012) . The nexus between peacebuilding and water resources management in fragile post-conflict societies has several dimensions. The convergence and synergy between water development and peacebuilding in their emphasis on technocratic management tends to result in a depoliticization of water (Aggestam 2015) . The management of renewable natural resources, particularly water, often serves as a starting point for re-establishing trust and cooperation in a post-conflict context. Post-conflict societies demand a rapid "re-start" of the economy, often focusing on the restoration and exploitation of water resources. Great care and judicious planning must be taken with this process, as poor choices made in the early stages can 'boomerang' and intensify mistrust (Ott 2003 , UN General Assembly 2005 , Adams 2006 .
A major challenge for peacebuilding projects in any part of the world is how to manage the critical natural resource base such as freshwater and also how to formulate policies in order to pursue a sustainable policy of growth and development. Effective and efficient management of water resources is crucial for economic recovery through irrigation and flood control. Hydropower, being a reliable and relatively sustainable source of energy, can also contribute significantly to improve living conditions by bringing economic and employment opportunities (Chen and Swain 2014) . Moreover, provision of clean water and sanitation facilities plays a crucial role in providing a healthier society, particularly of women and children (Gleick 1998) . Thus, poor water resource management has the potential not only to throttle poverty reduction measures, but also to complicate the whole peacebuilding process itself.
A post-conflict environment usually supports and promotes building large water projects in the name of increasing food and energy production for faster economic recovery. Moreover, foreign investment in farmland (with access to water) in fragile countries for the production of food (and biofuel) by cashrich, food-dependent countries has been increasing for a few years, not least after the food price crisis of 2007 -2008 (Von Braun and Meinzen-Dick 2009 , Anseeuw et al. 2011 ). This has led to an increased international and domestic interest in the controlling of water resources (World Bank 2011) . If these projects fail to take social and environmental factors into serious consideration, they can enhance existing inequalities between competing groups and encourage the revival of old conflicts or create new ones (Kramer 2008 ). Yet, research is in its infancy on the nexus between water management and sustainable development in war-torn societies that are undergoing processes of peacebuilding. In spite of the progressive evolution of peacebuilding and learning to avoid the worst pitfalls, development projects commonly omit to take into account aspects of the environment and the sustainable use of water (Machlis and Hanson 2008, Conca and Wallace 2009) . It is true that peacebuilding strategy cannot eradicate all of the root causes of violent conflict. However, as Mathew (2014) points out, it now primarily aims at identifying and delivering the technical and non-technical capacities that a postconflict country lacks and that are needed as the platform for recovery, stability and sustainable development. In this context, this paper, with the help of careful analysis, makes an attempt to contribute to the policy debate on how state institutions and the international community can address environmental and sustainability issues in water resource management in post-conflict societies to achieve sustainable peace.
Water scarcity, conflict and cooperation
Water plays a fundamental role in human development. Besides daily use, it is crucial for agriculture and industry. Increasing population coupled with globalization and industrialization has left an indelible mark on the Earth's ecosystems, resulting in a serious global water crisis. Inequality of access to freshwater resources, as well as its mismanagement, undermines welfare, affects human security and creates risk of conflict. Thus, water scarcity is not limited to environmental and developmental concerns; it has become part of the political agenda and an important national security issue (Jägerskog et al. 2014) . Dangers arising from the world's water problems often impact across state borders with devastating consequences. Approximately half of global freshwater is to be found in 276 international river basins across the world. While regional and local politics complicate the policies towards efficient management of shared water resources, the threat of global climate change is increasingly undermining the existing sharing arrangements (Gleick 2009 , Drieshova et al. 2009 , Swain 2013 , Earle et al. 2015 .
The knowledge and institutions we have on governance of international freshwater resources are increasingly turning volatile because of rapidly growing demand and uncertain supply. As human and industrial demands on water use have increased, so has competition for water for irrigation purposes within agriculture. Many developing regions, particularly the countries in the Middle East and South Asia already face serious problems in meeting rapidly increasing water demand. In the immediate aftermath of the end of the Cold War, some believed that many developing countries might be forced to re-orientate their national security concerns in order to protect or preserve increasingly scarce water resources (Gleick 1993 , Homer-Dixon 1994 , Swain 1996 . A sizeable body of research, which came out in the 1990s, posits that violent outcomes can result from the links among growing water scarcity, existing intergroup tensions and the weakness or absence of mediating social and state institutions.
Modern models used to understand the relationship between water stress and social conflicts have a complex and circuitous anatomy. Identifying the causal pathway, which follows from freshwater scarcity to the formation of actors, issues and actions that then may escalate hostility into violence, is cumbersome and not necessarily very direct. In limited cases some sort of causal links can be traced, but this has not been sufficient for establishing the kind of knowledge that would result in firm predictions. Besides these methodological challenges, some also argue that water scarcity is not very likely to cause inter-state wars (Wolf 1998 , Yoffe et al. 2003 . It is true that no instances of inter-state war (the doubtful exceptions are the ArabIsraeli War in 1967 as it is argued that the water issue was a major reason for Israeli attack; and the water issue also probably influenced Israel's decision to invade Lebanon in 1982) have emerged over the issue of water pollution or scarcity. Almost all the water disputes among states have fallen short of escalating into armed conflict. However, there have been several instances of intra-state armed conflict over freshwater resources in different parts of the world, but armed conflict is not the only logical ending of water scarcity. Obviously many different forms of action may follow over water issues: debate, demonstrations, out-migration, action to remedy the damage, halting or eliminating the sources of destruction, as well as serious conflicts.
If freshwater stress can lead to conflict, it can also bring cooperation and peace (Swain 2004b , Mirumachi 2015 . By realizing the dangers and threats of water scarcity, groups and countries may come together and collaborate in pursuit of a common goal. Cooperation is an interactive process, which turns a situation from potentially destructive conflict into a productive one. Cooperation does not only mean that there is an absence of conflict, but it also implies that there is a mutual will to address the conflict through communicative and peaceful means. In other words, cooperation generates willingness among the parties to think creatively about their problems, consider mutual problem-solving mechanisms and negotiate commitments.
The discussion regarding the causal relationship between water scarcity and conflicts or cooperation has not produced any consensus, and may never do so. On the basis of the existing research it can be safely argued that the increasing scarcity of freshwater resources may not generate conflicts or cooperation in itself, but that it can, and in some instances already does, act as a "multiplier", i.e. it interacts with other factors (complex societal dynamics, geo-politics) towards facilitating conflicts and mutual destruction in some instances, as well cooperation and peacebuilding in others.
Water and peacemaking
Competition over freshwater resources can be observed at all levels of society: not only between countries, but also among water users within the basin countries. When several actors depend on the same freshwater system, an individual actor's decision-making on withdrawal and/or pollution of shared resources has the potential to create conflict. However, in most cases, competition results in cooperation to maximize the benefits of water use in order to meet growing demands (Swain 2013) . Conflict and cooperation are not necessarily mutually exclusive (Rogers 1999) . States and groups collaborate to protect and manage scarce water resources and these collaborations can have positive spin-offs for peace. This "peace making" can take place on the foundation of water-induced cooperation. Water cooperation has the potential to transform the mistrust and suspicion between and among the countries to bring opportunities for shared gains and set up a model of reciprocity. It can also pave the way for greater interaction, interdependence and societal linkages. The diffusion of bilateral cooperation over water resources to other areas is not a very rare phenomenon.
Water cooperation does not occur easily; nor will it automatically have peace-enhancing effects. Conca and Dabelko (2002) find a strong basis for the general proposition that collaboration over natural resources like water can have positive spin-offs for peace. They see two pathways for peacemaking over freshwater resources. The first path entails altering the more immediate problems of suspicion, ambiguity, distrust, conflicting interests and short time prospects that characteristically accompany conflictual situations. The premise of water induced peace making at this level would be to alter these dynamics by using water scarcity challenges to create cooperative knowledge, establish a tradition of reciprocity, create opportunities for shared gains and lengthen the time horizon that frames the bargaining process. A second pathway, consistent with the broader understanding of peace as the unimaginability of conflict, focuses less on narrow, short-term interstate dynamics and more on the broader pattern of transsocietal relations. Here, a strategy of water induced peace making would emphasize creating and exploiting positive forms of trans-societal interdependence, building transnational civil-society linkages, fostering new norms of water use responsibility and peaceful dispute resolution, and transforming opaque, security-minded state institutions.
The "spin-off" advantages of water-induced cooperation have been witnessed in different parts of the world. Cooperation over the Rhine River was the source of the idea of the European Union project. Similarly, the sharing of the Mekong River has contributed to regional cooperation in Southeast Asia. The relationship between India and Bangladesh has become more dynamic after both countries signed a long-term agreement on Ganges water sharing in 1996. However, one may ask whether cooperation over freshwater resources has a self-propelling peaceenhancing power, or it is still a dependent variable (Brock 1991) . National sovereignty and self-interest maximizing actors bring obstacles to the appropriate evolution of existing cooperation over water resources. It is true that water cooperation provides opportunities but the states and their institutions have to make use of them. The positive spill-over effect of water cooperation is only possible if the ruling elites of the cooperating states are prepared and interested in taking advantage of it. For more than half a century, India and Pakistan have cooperated to share the Indus River system; similarly Egypt and Sudan have an agreement to share the Nile River. However, these water-sharing treaties have not contributed much to improving the bilateral relations of these basin countries and to bringing peace in the neighbourhood. The similar absence of any positive spin-off can be witnessed from the formal cooperation of Israel and Jordan on shared water since 1994. For positive spin-off effects of a water agreement, there is a need for the fertile ground to be explored for new kinds of cooperation. A legitimate political authority elected in a democratic manner might be more likely to provide a favourable atmosphere for the spread and sustenance of cooperation originating from the cooperation over water resources (Swain 2004a ).
Despite uncertainties, the possible link between water cooperation and larger regional peacemaking has spawned a greater interest for both policy makers and researchers in the last decade. The World Bank and other international donors have aimed to bring greater regional peace and cooperation in the Mekong, Jordan and Nile basins through river water cooperation. The success has been very limited but that has not diminished academic interest in the field. However, what these polemics have not yet provided is a clear strategy for regional peace through water sharing. It is true that water cooperation itself does not promise either peace or sustainability. Its side effects depend on the form that cooperation takes and the interests that it serves. If the individual actors are not striving for sustainable use of water resources, the improved relationship among them will not bring any desirable result in the long run. Rather than bringing a sustainable use of water resources, cooperation might facilitate a further unsustainable exploitation of water resources. This ever expanding and quite complex academic exercise over the pathways of water conflict to water cooperation and greater peace has recently adopted a new area of investigation within its realm: In the aftermath of a protracted armed conflict, what is the potential contribution of water resources in building peace in the fragile country? This field of investigation focuses on evaluating how the ways water resources can be managed to promote and support sustainable peacebuilding projects in post-conflict societies.
Water and post-conflict peacebuilding
The focus shift towards human security in international intervention at the end of the Cold War has resulted in an increasing number of peacekeeping missions (Woodward 2007, p. 144) . Today most wars end in a peace agreement rather than with a single party's outright victory. Part of these internationally mediated and negotiated agreements are security guarantees given by the international or regional peacekeeping missions. The logic behind these peace operations is to raise the costs for parties to return to war and to prevent and control accidental violations or skirmishes from escalating (Fortna 2004) . Besides having boots on the ground, the international community has been increasingly adopting a peacebuilding approach for addressing the plethora of problems facing conflictaffected societies (Paris 2004 , Chesterman 2005 , Chandler 2006 , Mac Ginty 2006 .
Peace is not only defined as the absence of violent conflict but rather as the absence of the possibility of violent conflict. Thus major international agencies have been emphasizing the construction or strengthening of legitimate governmental institutions in fragile and conflict-affected states. In that sense, state-building has become an integral part of peacebuilding measures with the aim of constructing or reconstructing the institutions of governance capable of providing citizens with physical and economic security (Paris 2004 , Richmond 2006 . In spite of some criticisms and challenges, liberal peacebuilding still continues to be the dominant strategy of the international community towards conflict prevention or post-conflict reconstruction. However, peacebuilding projects commonly omit to take into account aspects of the environmental limits of the fragile societies. Many have raised concerns about this lack of attention to environmental issues in peacebuilding strategies (Conca and Dabelko 2002 , Conca 2006 , Matthew et al. 2008 , UN Peacebuilding Commission 2008 , Kostić et al. 2012 . As Conca argues, a "failure to respond to the environmental needs of war-torn societies can greatly complicate the already difficult tasks of peace, reconciliation, political institutionalization and economic reconstruction" (Conca 2006) .
Unfortunately peacebuilding projects continue to fail to plan sustainable use of natural resources in the reconstruction phase of post-conflict societies (Krampe 2013) . Jansen and Lonergan forcefully argue, "Decisions about the restoration, management, and protection of natural resources have fundamental implications for short-term, stability, longer-term sustainable development, and successful peacebuilding" (Jensen and Lonergan 2012, p. 1). However, sustainable development being seen as a hegemonic discourse is causing concern (Duffield 2010) because "the notions of 'partnership' and 'local ownership' simultaneously disguise and legitimize the interventions of international agencies in domestic reform processes, serving to mystify power asymmetry" (Crawford 2003, p. 139) . To avoid this suspicion and ensure greater success, sustainable development in peacebuilding "should pursue a sustainable economic policy for growth and development, which not only will be sensitive to local needs and environment but will also take the support of the local resource base to promote cooperation and peace in the long run" (Swain and Krampe 2011, p. 205) .
The nexus between peacebuilding and natural resources management in fragile post-conflict societies has several critical dimensions. The need for rapid development must be balanced with the obvious risk of exploitation and an exceptional fragile situational context. Environment and water resources cannot be neglected, and addressing them as part of peacebuilding is not merely a good idea but a security imperative (Swain 2013) . For peace to endure, it is vital to balance social, economic and environmental factors in development policies with particular focus on sustainable development (Ott 2003 , UN General Assembly 2005 , Adams 2006 ). In 2005 the United Nations established the Peacebuilding Commission in order to support sustainable development in post-conflict reconstruction. As formulator of policy reform and sources of aid and investment, international institutions are often crucial to war-torn societies' progress towards achieving sustainable development and peace.
A major challenge for peacebuilding projects, particularly in the Middle East, is how to manage the critical natural resource base such as freshwater and pursue sustainable policies of growth and development. In any peacebuilding initiative, there is a need for sustainable economic and social policy, which seriously takes the limits of natural renewable resources into account. Such an approach is capable of stabilizing the country while equally delivering a sustainable solution to conflict resolution and making peace potentially sustainable. It is not just the mentioning of environmental protection and sustainable use of freshwater resources in a superficial manner, but there is a serious need for sustainable economic policy as a systemic approach in peacebuilding projects. The success of interventions in establishing sustainable peace depends heavily on an integration of environmental and water security management in the peacebuilding system.
Need for smart planning and efficient management
The efficient management of scarce freshwater resources plays a critical role in the development and security of any state, particularly in the context of global climate change. Water-management issues cut across all sectors of governance and have a critical bearing on many post-conflict challenges. At bottom, the imperative of an adequate and reliable water supply, and the weakness and fragility of the state in this context provides a nexus which demands sophisticated planning, for the short term as well as for the long term. Water management can play an integral role in meeting basic human needs, maintaining public health, supporting and improving livelihoods, and in fostering long-term sustainable development in war-torn societies. As Kramer (2008, p. 9) argues, "Sustainable water management-in social, environmental and economic contexts-can thus help prevent potentially related conflicts and is a prerequisite for establishing the socioeconomic foundations for peace." However, research is in its infancy on the nexus between water management and sustainable development in war-torn societies that are undergoing processes of peacebuilding.
Armed conflicts can cause serious damage to water infrastructures. Besides reconstruction and repair of water supply infrastructures, efficient and cooperative use of freshwater resources is extremely crucial for countries emerging from armed conflicts. Water projects that are developed and managed in a careful and solicitous manner can result in economic prosperity and become an incentive for maintaining peace in the long run. Since the end of the Cold War, there have been many cases of planned post-conflict natural resource management, so there is no dearth of available experiences (Lujala and Rustad 2012) . But, at the same time, there is no golden principle to managing freshwater resources in post-conflict societies. In some cases, such as Nepal, Cambodia and Mozambique, well-intentioned approaches like hydropower development have had negative consequences, resulting in new conflicts. It is thus important that external ideas and support should work together with national governments and local stakeholders when planning and implementing water development projects.
Legal and institutional framework
On 26 July 2010, the United Nations General Assembly officially recognized the human right to water and sanitation while acknowledging that clean drinking water and sanitation are essential to the realization of all human rights. Besides this legal sanction, providing access to water is also extremely critical for achieving sustainable development in a postconflict society. Clean water and proper sanitation that protect the individual against public health threats are the basis for healthier life. People living in post-conflict areas are particularly vulnerable as they often lack these basic services. However, a peace agreement or post-conflict legal framework rarely provides a human rights-based approach to water (Tignino 2011) . Water scarcity can have a significant contribution to recreating and accelerating social conflicts. Thus, United Nations transitional authorities and other international agencies in partnership with national authorities need to deal with the right to water as a means for bringing sustainable peace in post-conflict societies. The reluctance of post-conflict states to provide a legal right to water is mainly due to a lack of financial and governance resources, so the active support of the international community is crucial. Taking a rights-based approach in a post-conflict setting will help the society to realize the significance and importance of efficient and equitable management of water resources. This will pave the way to the creation of effective water management institutions at the various levels.
The problems associated with establishing effective institutions around a common freshwater resource in post-conflict societies can be analysed as so-called social dilemmas (Ostrom 1990 ). In the fragile postconflict situation, interdependent actors have free access to the freshwater resources and all face choices given that the maximization of short-term self-interest yields an outcome that leaves all participants worse off than if cooperation had been established. Thus, establishing and maintaining sustainable water management institutions demands measures which can overcome this dilemma. Two common solutions are commonly practised for establishing and maintaining cooperation over a common freshwater resource in a post-conflict setting: the first builds on the use of the executive power of the state transiting from conflict to peace, or authorities managing transition with sanctions from the international community; the second solution draws on the mechanism of profit maximization and property rights incorporated in a market economy structure promoted by Western peacebuilders. However, neither state-nor market-based solutions guarantee durable and sustainable solutions to freshwater management, particularly in post-conflict societies.
Thus, there is a need for a more integrated approach to the management of common water resources. Considering the complexity of the task, the solution of this challenge in a post-conflict society requires the participation of all stakeholders, including the 'genuine' local ones and not-so empowered groups like women, children and indigenous population whose interests are linked to the common water resources. The complications in establishing a water management institution in a post-conflict society usually arise due to the interdependence of individual stakeholders as they compete for provision and appropriation of a common water resource, and without much mutual trust and understanding. For the new groups of water 'appropriators', cooperation over the common property resource involves costs and benefits that are not easy for them to estimate and harder to grasp. Therefore, there is a need to work toward establishing sustainable water management institutions which can be seen as legitimate and binding, and be seen as the harbingers of long-term and sustainable benefits for all the participating stakeholders.
Achieving sustainable food security
Following the end of hostilities, when attention is turned from basic stability to political and economic reconstruction, one of the main tasks facing policy makers is how to prioritize the agricultural sector in order to ensure food security and ease the return of refugees, displaced persons and demobilized soldiers. In addition to development considerations, food security-or insecurity-plays a key role in setting the stage for potential new conflicts. Thus, addressing food insecurity in post-conflict societies is crucial to avoiding potentially disastrous consequences. Considering the urgency of problems faced by fragile conflict-affected societies, the type of policies which are frequently promoted include the privatization of the water sector and the creation of conditions for foreign investments in agriculture. Such measures are supposed to bring economic wellbeing that would in turn generate legitimacy of the state with its citizens, thus eventually bringing about political stability and societal unity (Paris 2004) . Nevertheless, these situational and unyielding actions are likely to affect the critical natural resource base, like water, in an adverse manner.
The post-conflict environment usually supports and promotes building large water infrastructure in the name of increasing food and energy production for faster economic recovery (Kostić et al. 2012) . The usual exuberance of international donors and national actors in the immediate aftermath of signing of a peace treaty in many cases leads to building large dams and other large irrigation facilities. If these projects fail to take social and environmental factors into serious consideration, they can enhance existing inequalities between competing groups and encourage the revival of old conflicts or create new ones.
However, the state authorities in the post-conflict period can use freshwater resources prudently to provide a durable solution for the sustainable livelihoods of these critical groups (Zawahri 2011) . Besides adopting an immediate humanitarian rehabilitation policy, states need to undertake a holistic and comprehensive approach to the availability of land and water while planning resettlement and agricultural development. The process asks for long-term engagement and that might not be easy for international agencies to commit to. Donor contributions also usually suffer from a narrow knowledge base, competing political agendas and distance from the national government's policy-making framework (del Castilo 2008) . However, international aid and assistance, though it prioritizes emergency aid and assistance, might also need to provide technical and financial assistance in support of rehabilitation policies in order to integrate the scope of water availability into land-use planning and agricultural development.
Combining national, group and local perspectives
Post-conflict peace is fragile and some groups may actively work to spoil the process. Peace spoilers are the usual beneficiaries of an active violent conflict and they seek to derail the peacebuilding process as they fear losing something from it (Stedman 1997) . In water-scarce regions like the Middle East, perceived inequalities in the distribution of water in a post-conflict setting can motivate belligerent groups to reorganize and re-emerge. Capture or control of natural resources for their own regions or communities has been a common motivation for secessionist rebel groups. In recent months, control of rivers and water reservoirs has become the major tactical strategy for ISIS in the Middle East (The Guardian, 2 July 2014).
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Irrespective of whatever the motivations are, these destabilizing forces can use access to water as a potent mobilizing agent for receiving popular support. In this context, United Nations agencies and other international actors can play an important role in influencing the state to identify mutually acceptable and beneficial objectives, and guide and help to bridge differing group perspectives and interests on managing water resources in post-conflict societies.
Disagreement over access to resources like water has the potential to revive old conflicts and also create new ones. In the pursuit of new livelihood opportunities, it is likely that there will be competition to acquire and access water resources among various groups in the post-conflict setting. These group dynamics can be further complicated due to returning migrants and also the demobilization of ex-combatants. Post-conflict societies are dominated by vested interests seeking profit maximization while facing serious challenges from their weak political and economic institutions. Coinciding with increasing group competition over water resources, state and local institutions in post-conflict societies also try to reassert their authority and vested interest groups try to benefit from this situation. The resulting tension between groups, various state institutions and high-and-fast profit-seeking companies can potentially damage the peacebuilding process. Thus, approaches need to be taken to address competing interests and inequalities related to water in postconflict societies to prevent conflicts from arising in the future.
The water management process needs to involve all the stakeholders in an institutional cooperative framework. In a post-conflict setting, the absence of a strong and powerful state demands greater and more active local participation for successful implementation of water projects. Many projects that are funded with international support usually attach importance to local ownership in their planning and operation. However, due to time constraints and security complications, in most cases it remains just a formal procedure. When proper emphasis has been placed on the true involvement of local communities in water resources management in post-conflict societies, the projects have been successful in providing water for irrigation and domestic use, improving health and sanitation and, at the same time, helped to support bonding and bridging of communities (Burt and Keiru 2011, Aoki et al. 2011) .
Concluding discussion
Planned interventions in the water sector are integral to all stages of the post-conflict process, from the end of conflict, through recovery and rebuilding, to long-term sustainable development (Weinthal et al. 2011) . For the best possible use of water resources in the peacebuilding process, there is a need for a comprehensive approach. This comprehensive approach includes a series of measures to be taken in a post-conflict setting: legal reforms and building of sound water institutions; careful planning of water use to achieve sustainable food security; and cooperative involvement of international, national and local stakeholders in the planning and managing of water resources.
The importance of the smart management of freshwater resources in achieving not only stable but also sustainable peace is well understood. However, there is a wide gap between understanding and its application. Due to political and economic considerations, reconstruction policies in a post-conflict society do not adopt a long-term strategy of water resource development. The quest for quick economic recovery and political stability not only marginalizes concerns about scarce water, but also on many occasions exploits the resource highly unsustainably. This haste in implementing policy to bring stability in turn creates serious challenges for sustainable peace in the long run and accelerates the potential for conflict to appear, particularly in the water sector. Thus, the international community engaged in post-conflict peacebuilding projects must plan, think and execute a long-term perspective that sets the conditions for enhanced water cooperation and sustainable peace.
In some cases, narrow strategic and economic considerations of powerful countries and companies involved in the peacebuilding process take precedence over the long-term developmental challenges of states recovering from violent conflicts. This approach also poses challenges for the long-term engagements necessary for achieving water security and sustainable peace. Moreover, there is a huge coordination gap between different international agencies engaged in the water sector and their policies. Though there is a progress towards policy standardization, coordination is, in most cases, limited to rhetoric only. Besides lack of coordination among relevant agencies, water resource development in a post-conflict period suffers from a huge disparity between policy and implementation, absence of real local involvement and scarcity of financial and technological resources. A major political challenge of getting the right formula for water resource development is the internal-external disconnect of cooperation between international actors and the political dynamics of fragile post-conflict societies.
Stabilizing a country after conflict causes tremendous trials and tribulations for sustainability, not just for society and the environment, but also for peace itself. To achieve lasting peace, peacebuilding policies need to take into account the constraints on available water and land resources due to conflict and conflict-induced population displacement. To limit the possibility of reoccurrence of the conflict and support the cooperation between adversaries, post-conflict development initiatives should pursue a sustainable policy of water use, which will not only be sensitive to local needs and the environment, but will also take the support of local communities to promote cooperation and peace in the long run.
For achieving good governance in a fragile state to promote sustainable peace and prosperity, water development projects should not be seen to be planned and managed by outsiders. It is extremely crucial to engage local people and civil society in order to infuse ownership for the appropriate formulation and implementation of water projects in the long run. Water institutions have to be strengthened, particularly at the local level. The local water management structure possesses better capability and potential to successfully manage incompatibilities over water use. By infusing a good management structure at the local level, bringing communities to play an active role in policy formulation and implementation, and encouraging public and private partnership, the water development initiatives undertaken by international agencies and state institutions are more likely to succeed in promoting sustainable peace.
The cooperation among various stakeholders on crucial survival issues like water management can also have a positive diffusion effect in other, more contentious areas. Establishing a commitment to sustainably and equitably developing and sharing critical natural resources like water can help to overcome the existing mistrust or suspicion between countries, societies or communities, and create a milieu of mutual gains and assessment of longterm shared interests. Working cooperatively on crucial existential concerns may also bring people and communities together, and build a norm of joint responsibility and multilateral cooperation. Cooperation over water has the potential to provide opportunities for diffuse reciprocity, both in time and in space, among the cooperating actors enlarging the number of situations for sustained cooperation. It is also true that these forms of cooperation may shift the focus from disconnected and shortterm interactions into a continuous relationship that has scope for larger future gains. However, the positive spill-over effect of this cooperation is only possible if the involved stakeholders are prepared and willing to take advantage of it.
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